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and other Federal partners, as well as
representatives of State and local law
enforcement.

Since its formation in 2005, the task
force has assisted 41 United States At-
torneys to prosecute more than 768
people to date. In addition, the Task
Force Joint Command Center in Baton
Rouge, Louisiana, continues to receive
more than 700 calls each month
through its nationwide hotline and has
screened and referred more than 14,000
leads to law enforcement agencies and
field offices across the country.

Yet, despite these efforts, it is clear
that current criminal penalties are in-
sufficient to deter disaster fraud. For
example, in the U.S. Attorneys Office
for the Middle District of Louisiana
alone, 128 individuals have been
charged with hurricane-related fraud.

S. 863 would strengthen Federal law
enforcement’s ability to combat and
deter those who would otherwise at-
tempt to exploit another’s tragedy,
preventing assistance from going to
those who truly need it. How? Well,
first this legislation creates a new spe-
cific criminal penalty to prohibit fraud
in connection with any emergency or
disaster benefit, including Federal as-
sistance or private charitable contribu-
tions, as long as the benefit was au-
thorized or paid in interstate com-
merce, transported through the mails,
or is something of value. The penalty
for engaging in such fraud is a fine or
imprisonment of up to 30 years.

Second, the bill amends the Federal
mail and wire fraud statutes to add
emergency or disaster benefits fraud to
the 30-year enhanced penalties in those
statutes. Currently, the 30-year en-
hancement is reserved only for finan-
cial institutions fraud.

Finally, the bill directs the United
States Sentencing Commission to re-
view existing penalties for disaster as-
sistance fraud, amend the sentencing
guidelines as necessary, and report
back to the Judiciary Committee of
both the House and the Senate.

The Emergency and Disaster Assist-
ance Fraud Penalty Enhancement Act
unanimously passed the House back in
the 109th Congress. Tough penalties for
criminals who prey on innocent dis-
aster victims are long overdue. I urge
my colleagues to support S. 863.

I once again thank the gentleman
from Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) for his
leadership on this issue.

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I am
pleased to yield 2 minutes to the inde-
fatigable member of the Judiciary
Committee, the gentlewoman from
Texas (Ms. JACKSON-LEE).

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas. I thank
the distinguished chairman of the full
committee. Through his leadership, we
have had a number, huge numbers of
solutions being put forward, and I
thank him so very much for serving
the American people as he has done.
Let me thank the gentleman from Ohio
(Mr. CHABOT) for his leadership and
share some real life stories.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD —HOUSE

Madam Speaker, I lived through Hur-
ricane Katrina and Rita and spent a
good number of my days in New Orle-
ans visiting not only with the victims
of Hurricane Katrina, but also subse-
quently in Texas visiting with those
impacted by Hurricane Rita. I also en-
gaged extensively with small contrac-
tors and workers who indicated that in
addition to trying to put themselves
forward to do the best work on behalf
of the victims, they were victimized.
And the victims were victimized over
and over again: fraudulent work being
done, contracts being signed, moneys
being promised, and nothing hap-
pening.

This bill will set the record straight.
Not only does it send a message in
times of disaster to those who come
rushing in to try and provide, if you
will, the saving flag or the saving
grace, but hopefully it will send a mes-
sage to local jurisdictions that they
must have enormous oversight in en-
suring that they are not subjected to
criminal penalties.

As a member of the Homeland Secu-
rity Committee, let me also acknowl-
edge Chairman THOMPSON. In the early
days after Hurricane Katrina, we had
oversight hearings over the abuses that
were occurring, the lack of oversight
by FEMA. I went into some of the
sites, if you will, where individuals
were being signed up for work or bene-
fits. But the aftermath of it was what
the shame was. How people were not
given the benefits they were promised,
how contractors did not fulfill their du-
ties, and how local jurisdictions were
made to pay enormous prices to large
contractors, and yet local small busi-
nesses, minority-owned businesses and
women-owned businesses could not get
business and could not be paid. Even
today, there are small contractors who
are waiting still to be paid.

I rise to support this legislation, the
Emergency and Disaster Assistance
Fraud Penalty Enhancement Act of
2007. It is long overdue.

Mr. CHABOT. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, I
yield back the balance of my time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms.
DEGETTE). The question is on the mo-
tion offered by the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) that the House
suspend the rules and pass the Senate
bill, S. 863.

The question was taken; and (two-
thirds being in the affirmative) the
rules were suspended and the Senate
bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

———

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 1582

Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas (during
S. 863 debate). Madam Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to remove my
name from H.R. 1582.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
woman from Texas?
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There was no objection.

AMENDING COURT SECURITY
IMPROVEMENT ACT OF 2007

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, 1
move to suspend the rules and concur
in the Senate concurrent resolution (S.
Con. Res. 62) to correct the enrollment
of H.R. 660.

The Clerk read the title of the Senate
concurrent resolution.

The text of the Senate concurrent
resolution is as follows:

S. CON. RES. 62

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That in the enroll-
ment of H.R. 660, an Act to amend title 18,
United States Code, to protect judges, pros-
ecutors, witnesses, victims, and their family
members, and for other purposes, the Clerk
of the House of Representatives shall strike
section 502 of the Act and insert the fol-
lowing:

“SEC. 502. MAGISTRATE JUDGES LIFE INSUR-
ANCE.

‘““(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 604(a)(5) of title 28,
United States Code, is amended by inserting
after ‘hold office during good behavior’, the fol-
lowing: ‘magistrate judges appointed under sec-
tion 631 of this title,’.

‘““(b) CONSTRUCTION.—For purposes of con-
struing and applying chapter 87 of title 5,
United States Code, including any adjustment
of insurance rates by regulation or otherwise,
the following categories of judicial officers shall
be deemed to be judges of the United States as
described under section 8701 of title 5, United
States Code:

‘(1) Magistrate judges appointed under sec-
tion 631 of title 28, United States Code.

““(2) Magistrate judges retired under section
377 of title 28, United States Code.

‘““(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.—Subsection (b) and the
amendment made by subsection (a) shall apply
with respect to any payment made on or after
the first day of the first applicable pay period
beginning on or after the date of enactment of
this Act.”.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from
Michigan (Mr. CONYERS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. GOHMERT) each
will control 20 minutes.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan.

GENERAL LEAVE

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, 1
ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers have 5 legislative days to revise
and extend their remarks and include
extraneous material on this concurrent
resolution.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CONYERS. Madam Speaker, 1
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume.

Madam Speaker, this concurrent res-
olution enables us to agree with the
Senate on H.R. 660, the Court Security
Improvement Act, and send that im-
portant bill to the President by cor-
recting a PAYGO problem in the
version of H.R. 660 that the Senate
passed on Monday.

The Senate passed this concurrent
resolution last night. When we pass it
now, it will have the effect of removing
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